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very glad to state the foregoing difficulties to him. But I fear I have already taken too great freedom with you*1 indulgence, and am, etc.,
P.S. Since I finished my letter, a new idea has started, for discovering who this very old Lady Desmond was, at least whose wife she was, supposing the person buried. at Sligo not to be her. Thomas the sixth Earl of Desmond was forced to give up the Earldom: but it is not improbable that his descendants might use the title, as he certainly left issue. His son died, says Lodge12, in 1452, leaving two sons, John and Maurice. John, being born at least in 1451, would be above thirty at the end of Edward the Fourth-If his wife was seventeen in the last year of that King, she would have been born in 1466. If therefore she died about 1625, she would be one hundred and fifty-nine. This approaches to the .common notion of her age, as the ruin of the branch of the family into which she married does to .Sir "William Temple's. A few years more or less in certain parts of this hypothesis, would but adjust it still better to the accounts of her. Her husband being only a titular Earl solves the difficulty of the silence of genealogists on so extraordinary a person.
Still we should be to learn of what family she herself was: and I find a new evidence, which agreeing with Sir William Temple's account, seems to «lash a little with my last supposition. This authority is no less than Sir Walter Ealeigh's, who in the fifth chapter of the first book of his History of the World, says expressly, that he himself 'knew the old Countess of Desmond of Inchiquin, who lived in the year 1589, and many years since, who was married in Edward the Fourth's time, and held her fomture from an the Earls of Desmond since then; and that this is
12 Vol. i. p. 14.   Walpole.

